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Summary of Faculty Senate Meeting 2-28-00 
CALL TO ORDER 
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
1. Call for Press Identification 
2. Comments from Vice-Chair Nelson 
3. Comments from Chair Kelly 
4. Comments from Provost Podolefsky 
CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR ITEMS FOR DOCKETING 
738 Request for Emeritus Status for James Skaine, Department of Communication 
Studies 
Bowlin moved (Cooper seconded) the request be placed at the head of the docket. 
Motion carried. Docketed as item 654. 
739 Proposed Revised Emeritus Status Policy 
Romanin moved (Utz seconded) the request be placed on the docket in regular order. 
Motion carried. Docketed as item 655. 
CONSIDERATION OF DOCKETED ITEMS 
654 Request for Emeritus Status for James Skaine, Department of Communication 
Studies 
Jurgenson moved (Varzavand seconded) that the request for Emeritus Status from James 
Skaine be approved. 
Motion carried. 
655 Proposed Revised Emeritus Status Policy 
Cooper moved (Jurgenson seconded) that the Revised Emeritus Status Policy be accepted. 
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After much discussion Bowlin moved (Jurgenson seconded) that we table the proposed revision 
of Emeritus Status Policy until the March 27 meeting. 
Motion carried. 
ADJOURNMENT 
Bowlin moved (Varzavand seconded) to adjourn. 
Motion to adjourn carried 
Meeting was adjourned at 4:10p.m. 
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Minutes of the University Faculty Senate Meeting 
February 28, 2000 
1553 
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PRESENT: Michael Blackwell, Bud Bowlin, Karen Couch Breitbach, David Christensen, 
Carol Cooper, Jim Jurgenson, Jim Kelly, Lauren Nelson, Dan Power, Tom 
Romanin, Laura Terlip, Richard Utz, Shahram Varzavand, Barbara Weeg. (Daya 
Shankar alternate for Laura Terl ip till 4:00 pm) 
ABSENT: Kenneth Basom, Lyn Countryman, Syed Kirmani, Suzanne McDevitt, Chris 
Ogbondah, Katherine van Wormer, 
CALL TO ORDER: Vice-Chair Nelson called the Senate to order at 3:15p.m. 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES Minutes will be reviewed at next meeting. Secretary was ill. 
CALL FOR PRESS IDENTIFICATION: Jeff Scudder- Northern Iowan 
COMMENTS FROM FACUL TV SENATE VICE-CHAIR NELSON: Nelson pointed out that the 
original schedule of senate meetings has a meeting scheduled for for March 13 which 
would be during Spring Break, therefore the next Faculty Senate meeting will be March 
27. 
The Professional Development Task force has met one time, on February 17. At that 
time the group was still awaiting appointments from the College of Education. 
COMMENTS FROM FACUL TV CHAIR KELLY: Everyone should have received the 
President's evaluation form. Kelly feels it is a nice evaluation instrument. There are 
materials for viewing on the web to prep those looking at the form. The committee 
looked at what the president does for his own self-assessment and had a chance to visit 
with the president on a number of occasions, and feels that this form does a nice job of 
assessing him and will give him the kind of feedback that will make some sense. 
This form went just to voting, probationary tenure line faculty. 
COMMENTS FROM PROVOST PODOLEFSKY: At the meeting last week of the Iowa 
Coordinating Council for Post High School Education in Des Moines. The Masters of 
Accounting was presented for approval and it was approved. This was done 
strategically because Iowa State was also putting their Masters of Accounting forward at 
the Coordinating Council and it was felt they should go together just to have the weight 
of the Regents in the event that some of the other schools objected. The other schools 
could have been St. Ambrose or Drake which have Masters of Accounting programs. It 
doesn't go to the Board of Regents until the 15th or 16th. 
CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR ITEMS FOR DOCKETING 
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738 Request for Emeritus Status for James Skaine, Department of Communication 
Studies 
Bowlin moved (Cooper seconded) the request be placed at the head of the docket. 
Motion carried. Docketed as item 654. 
739 Proposed Revised Emeritus Status Policy 
Romanin moved (Utz seconded) the request be placed on the docket in regular order. 
Motion carried. Docketed as item 655. 
NEW BUSINESS 
CONSIDERATION OF DOCKETED ITEMS 
654 Request for Emeritus Status for James Skaine, Department of Communication 
Studies 
Jurgenson moved (Varzavand seconded) that the request for Emeritus Status from James 
Skaine be approved. 
Motion carried. 
655 Proposed Revised Emeritus Status Policy 
Cooper moved (Jurgenson seconded) that the Revised Emeritus Status Policy be accepted. 
Discussion followed. 
The main points of concern are: 
What is the Faculty Senate's roll in this process? 
Put web page address in brackets so policy does not have to be changed every time some 
minor changes are made (such as the web page address). 
If the only requirements for Emeritus Status are twenty years of service with a minimum of ten 
years of meritorious service at UNI, approving the status by the Senate is a waste of time and 
should be an administrative decision. 
The Emeritus Status is an honor and should be treated that way. 
The Senate should be notified of the final decision. 
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College Senates should do some of the leg work and sign off stating that the person has indeed 
fulfilled the ten years of meritorious service here. 
Emeritus faculty represent the University in a variety of ways, thus each case needs to be 
discussed individually. 
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Form should have a statement on it as to where the meritorious service is coming from and 
then signed off by the college senates. This makes a better statement than to say "I want to 
teach next year part time". 
According to our bylaws, we are the principal representative agency of the university faculty, 
and as such we should have the primary voice, or at leqst a voice, on whether someone gets 
Emeritus status or not. 
Podolefsky said he wanted to go on record as saying that even if the senate never, or almost 
never, turns anybody down, it says something to those individuals who are about to retire that 
the faculty body recommend them for Emeritus status. The whole issue is the symbolic 
recognition. It is a faculty prerogative, and should very seldom be messed with by the 
administration. It is almost a pass through because you are stopping to take notice - you are 
taking notice in the minutes, you are taking notice of someone's long service and the fact that 
"difficult cases make bad law'' and if you have one difficult case, you shouldn't worry about the 
next one ten years from now too much. 
Cooper brought up the fact that we have not granted Emeritus status to Curris. 
Nelson said one action we could take would be to delay the approval of the policy till the March 
27 meeting, or even a meeting further down the road, and then assemble the prior policies, the 
recommendations from the Committee, so we have all the information before us when we 
consider it again. 
Bowlin moved (Jurgenson seconded) that we table the proposed revision of Emeritus Status 
Policy until the March 27 meeting. 
Motion carried. 
OLD BUSINESS 
Report from the General Education Committee 
Nelson distributed copies of the report to senate members. 
Laura Terlip reported that the committee has been meeting regularly. The top three items of 
consideration were: 
1. Wellness requirement in General Education is up for program review this year. 
Senate will receive a report on this later in the year. 
2. Committee has worked on creating a new "statement of purpose" about general 
education which will be included in the new university catalog. 
3. Discussion of assessment of the general education program which has come about 
as an outgrowth of the NCA process. 
In addition, Darrel Davis has worked with the Provost's Office to begin to develop methods for 
improving the image of general education on campus. 
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1- Faculty Senate Minutes of 2/28/00 5 Terlip asked the senate to have the General Education Committee clarify responsibilities, 
reports, and membership more clearly so that the committee's charge is clear and accessible to 
new and existing members. Reference materials are needed. 
Cooper suggested the Committee on Committees might be able to contact each committee and 
find out these things. Maybe Siobahn Morgan, Earth Science, needs to be asked to do this 
again. Terlip also suggested a web site where these things could be accessed. 
Romanin asked what action the senate is supposed to take when the reports are received from 
General Education Committee. It is getting late in the year and if the senate needs to take 
action on curricular issues, it would be helpful to know ahead of time. Terlip replied she did not 
know. 
Podolefsky said he thought that the purpose was self-reflection and change and improvement. 
Hopefully these things will translate into something a year or so down the road. 
Utz said he is glad to see that the committee is going to change catalog descriptions for 
General Education. It helps students see how important gen ed is for their coursework. We 
need to _give the faculty incentives to want and like to teach these classes. 
Podolefsky commended the committee for their work in taking on some of these things that are 
not just routine, but in being pro-active on some things. Our marketing strategy needs to be 
aimed at students and faculty. 
Nelson will get in touch with Chair McDevitt and recommend that she get in touch with the 
Committee on Committees. 
Other business Jurgenson referred to the list of nominations for committee elections that came 
out. He thought the Senate Budget Committee was supposed to be on that list. Cooper said 
that the list was only for at large positions. Each college has their own and each college would 
elect someone to that committee. The Committee on Committees just does at large. 
Jurgenson said he had a hard time finding out who was on the committee. 
Nelson said Chair of the Committee on Committees does organize the College Senate 
elections. Send note to Siobahn Morgan and ask her to send information out. McDevitt needs 
to make sure that Siobahn's report is before the Senate before the summer retreat or before 
the first meeting in the fall. 
Bowlin moved (Varzavand seconded) to adjourn. 
Motion to adjourn carried 
Meeting was adjourned at 4:10p.m. 
Prepared by Judy Schreiber 
